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Extreme plasma states in laser-
governed vacuum breakdown
Evgeny S. Efimenko1, Aleksei V. Bashinov  1, Sergei I. Bastrakov2, Arkady A. Gonoskov1,2,3, 
Alexander A. Muraviev1, Iosif B. Meyerov2, Arkady V. Kim1 & Alexander M. Sergeev1
Triggering vacuum breakdown at laser facility is expected to provide rapid electron-positron pair 
production for studies in laboratory astrophysics and fundamental physics. However, the density of 
the produced plasma may cease to increase at a relativistic critical density, when the plasma becomes 
opaque. Here, we identify the opportunity of breaking this limit using optimal beam configuration of 
petawatt-class lasers. Tightly focused laser fields allow generating plasma in a small focal volume much 
less than λ3 and creating extreme plasma states in terms of density and produced currents. These states 
can be regarded to be a new object of nonlinear plasma physics. Using 3D QED-PIC simulations we 
demonstrate a possibility of reaching densities over 1025 cm−3, which is an order of magnitude higher 
than expected earlier. Controlling the process via initial target parameters provides an opportunity to 
reach the discovered plasma states at the upcoming laser facilities.
In the nearest years, several laser-facilities1–4 are expected to trigger cascaded production of electron-positron 
pairs through the processes of quantum electrodynamics (QED)5–7. In the early experiments by Burke et al.8 with 
pre-accelerated electrons laser fields were used for triggering the generation of hard photons and their decay into 
pairs. In the presented research, the laser fields are used also for accelerating the produced charged particles so 
that the field energy feeds the avalanche of pair production. It is possible to draw a simple analogy with optical 
or microwave breakdown in gases, where primary electrons gain their energy from the fields and subsequently 
may produce gas breakdown giving rise to avalanche multiplication of charged particles. Keeping in mind this 
analogy, the process of cascade development due to QED processes in vacuum is similar to the breakdown devel-
opment in gases and thus can be referred to as a vacuum breakdown. It should be also mentioned that there is 
an additional analogy between direct field ionization such as tunnel or multiphoton ionization and pair creation 
in vacuum when the electric field becomes comparable with the Schwinger field. Although the QED cascade 
development requires significantly weaker laser fields than the Schwinger field9–14, the cascade growth rate15 can 
be sufficiently high to enable extreme scenarios that are remarkable in many respects, ranging from general issues 
of relativistic plasma dynamics to generation of high fluxes of gamma photons and high-energy particles16–25. 
Thanks to the progress in modelling radiation reaction effects and, more generally, QED effects14,26–29, differ-
ent regimes of particle motion in relativistically strong laser fields with allowance for QED processes have been 
revealed7,24,30–39. The obtained results are a useful tool in investigations of QED cascade development and trans-
parent cascade plasma-field structures in different laser field configurations7,16,18,25–27,30,33,40–42. Moreover, develop-
ment of numerical algorithms14,43,44 handling problems arising due to exponential growth of pair number allows 
simulations of interactions of laser pulses with relativistically dense cascade plasma. Such plasma can be confined 
in optical traps22, and can cause strong absorption of laser radiation14,16. However, the self-action of the emerging 
electron-positron plasma and its ultimate states is still unclear to a large degree.
In the present study we consider reaching an ultimate state of plasma during cascade development in the 
e-dipole field45 which is the utmost case of the colliding beam concept9,11,13. Apart from reaching the strongest 
possible field for a given power of a laser facility, the e-dipole wave provides a remarkably localized field in a vol-
ume of much less than λ3 and enhances particle localization in a small bulk around the centre by the anomalous 
radiative trapping effect46. We show that with the density growth in this bulk the extreme alternating currents 
driven by the laser field make the plasma unstable and lead to plasma stratification into thin sheets, where the 
plasma reaches an extreme state in terms of current and density. At a later stage, they merge and eventually 
form two aligned sheets. We carry out careful analysis and explain the underlying physics and use 3D QED-PIC 
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simulations29 to demonstrate a possibility of reaching this scenario at the upcoming laser facilities with a total 
peak power of around 10 PW.
Results
Vacuum breakdown in an e-dipole wave. We start with showing how the extreme states of electron-pos-
itron plasma emerge in a particular case of vacuum breakdown governed by an e-dipole wave with a constant total 
power of 10 PW raised smoothly over one cycle. The result of a 3D QED-PIC simulation of this process is shown 
in Fig. 1.
Once the e-dipole wave power exceeds Pth = 7.2 PW, rapid pair production enables exponential growth of the 
number of particles in the small vicinity of the centre (see the Methods section Breakdown threshold). As long 
as the plasma density is well below the critical value, the back reaction of the plasma onto the field is negligible, 
and a QED cascade develops in the given fields. This linear stage is well studied for various field structures, such 
as plane standing waves10,15,26,42, several focused laser pulses9,11, and an e-dipole wave17. An e-dipole wave has 
a standing-wave-like structure where particle motion is strongly affected by the radiation losses leading to the 
anomalous radiative trapping (ART) effect34,46. In the ART regime the particles oscillate predominantly along the 
electric field vector gaining energy up to γ ~ a0, here γ is the Lorentz factor and a0 is the dimensionless amplitude 
of the electric field. The particles form a narrow cylindrical column in the centre with the height of ~0.5λ along 
Figure 1. 3D PIC simulation of vacuum breakdown in a 10 PW e-dipole wave. (a) Contour plot of the electric 
field of e-dipole wave. (b) Timeline of interaction. Main stages are shown: 1 – target compression and formation 
of standing wave structure; 2 – linear cascade; 3 – nonlinear stage; 4 – development of current instability: 4a – 
linear stage of current instability and merger to four sheets, 4b,c – merger to three and two sheets, respectively, 
4d – relaxation to stationary state; 5 – final stationary state. The curves depict maximum electric field E (blue 
solid line), maximum positron density np (green solid line), total current Jz through plane z = 0 (red line), 
number of positrons in a cylinder with diameter and height of λ Np (black line). (c–h) Plasma-field structure 
evolution: (c) initial plasma distribution; (d) target compression; (e) linear stage of cascade; (f-g) current 
instability development; (h) final stationary state. Green and blue surface depict magnetic B and electric E fields, 
respectively. Electron density Ne plotted to a logarithmic scale is shown by red. Red contour at the bottom plane 
depicts plasma contour at plane z = 0. (i) Temporal structure of emitted positrons (blue), photons (red) with 
energy exceeding 1 GeV and electric field in the centre (grey) in stationary state. (j) Spectra of emitted positrons 
(blue), photons (red) in stationary state averaged over wave period, dashed lines show maximum energy such 
that particles with energy exceeding this value possess 1% of total particle energy, dotted lines depict average 
particle energy.
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the z axis and the radius of ~0.2λ (see Fig. 1(e)), where λ = 910 nm is the wavelength of the laser radiation form-
ing the dipole wave.
The nonlinear stage occurs when the pair density exceeds 1023 cm−3 and becomes comparable with the rel-
ativistic critical value γnc, where nc = πmc2/(2λe)2 is the critical plasma density for the laser radiation, c is light 
speed, and e,m are electron charge and mass, respectively. At this stage, dense electron-positron pair plasma 
starts to influence the field structure leading to a gradual decrease of the field amplitude, while the field structure 
remains almost unperturbed. A lower field amplitude implies a lower cascade growth rate, which manifests itself 
as a gradual slope decrease of the curve describing time evolution of positron density np(t) at 11–15 T in Fig. 1(b).
When the cascade growth rate becomes comparable to the relativistic plasma frequency, an unexpected effect 
of symmetry breaking of the axisymmetric laser-plasma distribution comes into play due to current instability. 
The quasistationary plasma-field structure becomes unstable along the azimuthal angle ϕ, which leads to the 
development of small-scaled density perturbations. Since electrons and positrons moving in opposite directions 
produce strong axial current, its azimuthal fluctuations generate an alternating radial magnetic field Bρ. The pairs 
begin to be attracted to Bρ nodes, thereby locally increasing current density, which, in turn, causes additional 
growth of Bρ, consequent stronger compression of pairs in the vicinity of the nodes and further growth of current 
density. Initially, the pair plasma column breaks down into many sheets, which look like narrow rays in the z = 0 
plane. This process manifests itself as a rapid increase of np(t) slope close to t = 15 T in Fig. 1(b). Later, due to 
current interactions, the sheets are attracted to each other forming denser sheets with correspondingly higher 
currents. After each merger the system relaxes to the new equilibrium state with lower total current and number 
of particles. Each merger can be distinguished as a local peak in the positron density curve in Fig. 1(b), mergers 
into four (t = 21.5 T), three (t = 25.5 T) and two (t = 32 T) current sheets are shown in Fig. 1(f,g,h). This effect is 
most pronounced for the last merger to the final steady state in the form of two aligned sheets. The sheets form 
a single plane oriented at a random azimuthal angle. This plasma-field structure is stable because it preserves 
minimum axial symmetry and consists of a minimum number of sheets spaced apart along the azimuth as much 
as possible, while the electric field hump confines radial particle motion.
Multi-beam setup. In experiments the dipole-like wave structure can be mimicked by a number of tightly 
focused laser pulses. For a fixed power, the field distributions will be close to an ideal dipole wave but with lower 
maximum field intensity due to a limited aperture compared to 4π dipole wave focusing. We suggest using a 
two-belt 12-beam laser system, a schematic of which is shown in Fig. 2(a). First of all, when the number of beams 
increases, the total power needed to reach desired field intensity decreases, namely, to effectively simulate a 10 
PW e-dipole wave we need 35 PW for a 4-beam configuration, 20 PW for a 6-beam configuration and only 12 
Figure 2. Nonlinear interaction of 30 fs 15 PW two-belt 12–beam lasers with dense plasma target. (a) 
Schematic of the proposed experimental configuration. (b) Timeline of interaction. Curves depict the electric 
field envelope in the centre of the simulation region E (blue solid line), envelope of the vacuum electric field 
E in the centre of the simulation region (blue dotted line), field amplitude corresponding to stationary state, 
specifically, Pth(blue dashed line), maximum positron density np (green solid line), maximum electron-positron 
plasma density corresponding to stationary state (green dashed line), the number of electrons in the cylinder 
with height and diameter equal to λ Ne (grey line), the number of positrons in the same cylinder Np (black 
line), total current Jz in the z = 0 plane (red line). (c) Electric field in the centre of simulation region and (d) the 
number of positrons in the cylinder with height and diameter equal to λ for different maximum shifts of laser 
pulse focal point αλ and delay of laser pulse ±βT. The delay and shift for each of 12 laser pulses is randomly set 
within the specified boundaries.
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
4Scientific REpoRTS |  (2018) 8:2329  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-20745-y
PW for the proposed configuration using the same f-number optics. Thus, the required power in one beam is 
about 1 PW, which is already available at the present-day laser facilities. Second, a two-belt configuration allows 
forming a more optimal field structure in comparison with one-belt configurations, as it covers a larger part of 
the radiation pattern. Third, this setup still has a reasonable number of beams, taking into account experimental 
realization issues.
To be more specific about the properties of the extreme state achieved in such a complex geometry, we pres-
ent the timeline of the nonlinear interaction in Fig. 2(b) based on 3D PIC modelling (see the Methods section 
Numerical experiment setup). We would like to emphasize that the plasma-field dynamics undergoes the same 
stages and the structure and properties of the achieved state are similar to those observed in a semi-infinite wave. 
In contrast to the considered low density case, at the compression stage a dense plasma target is not completely 
pushed to the centre, and the field is mainly reflected. As soon as the field amplitude becomes high enough to pen-
etrate into the dense plasma (t~14 T), the electric field in the centre grows unevenly and a structure close to the 
e-dipole wave is formed. Then, the cascade starts to develop leading to a rapid increase in the electron-positron 
plasma density. In this case, the initial density of the compressed electrons is sufficient to pass quickly to the 
nonlinear stage of the cascade development, even at the rising edge of the pulse. Initially, a nonuniform intensity 
distribution together with the high electron-positron plasma density lead to a very fast process of layering the 
current into a small number of sheets, which ultimately leads to the two-sheet distribution. The pair plasma den-
sity exceeds 1025 cm−3, the value of the electric field is close to the breakdown threshold and a photon flux up to 
1023 photons per second with energies exceeding 1 GeV is generated during the interaction.
To be close to real experimental conditions, we impose random pulses inaccuracy of two types. The first type 
is focal spot mismatch, which means that each pulse has its own focal point which lies inside a sphere with radius 
of αλ. The second type of inaccuracy is the time delay of pulse arrival to its focal point, which we set to be ±βT. 
Results of numerical experiments with α = β = 1/10, 1/20, 1/30 show that the observed effect of extreme states 
formation is stable with respect to small deviations, which is explained by the nature of the current instability. It 
should be noted that maximum field amplitude, although affected by pulse mismatch in this case, is mainly lim-
ited by self-consistent laser-plasma dynamics, which is clearly demonstrated in Fig. 2(c). It can be seen that field 
amplitude reaches approximately the same values for all pulse mismatches, but at slightly different moments of 
time. Even for the highest degree of inaccuracy of α = β = 1/10, an extreme state is formed although characteristic 
values such as the number of electrons/protons, corresponding current and density reduce approximately 3 times, 
as shown in Fig. 2(d).
Discussion
The most unexpected effect in the formation of electron-positron-pair plasma is that, even in the case of the high-
est symmetry of incident field configuration, plasma-field structures with essentially lower symmetry are formed 
as shown in Fig. 3. This process of symmetry breaking can be explained only by the development of instability.
A very intriguing question is: “What are the mechanisms of this instability that violate the symmetry of the 
laser-plasma interaction?” In general, they can have electrodynamic nature, as a strong plasma-laser field inter-
action occurs. Paying attention to the fact that the instability is small-scaled with density stratifications along 
the magnetic field of the laser wave and the entire plasma structures are well localized in the focal volume with 
dimensions smaller than the laser wavelength, we conclude that this is not the result of nonlinear laser plasma 
interactions themselves. Moreover, since the pair plasma is actually streams of electrons and positrons moving in 
opposite directions in the electromagnetic field, current instability can arise even in the given field.
At the linear stage of cascade development, plasma distribution is uniform and Bρ has a noise-like struc-
ture, see Fig. 3(a). When the plasma density approaches the relativistic critical density, the distribution clearly 
becomes non-uniform, and the radial magnetic field component Bρ emerges together with density fluctuations, 
see Fig. 3(b). Since co-directional currents are attracted to each other, at the nonlinear stage of instability the adja-
cent sheets merge along the azimuth, while radial merging is suppressed by the ponderomotive force. A highly 
inhomogeneous current structure is formed with several distinct well seen current sheets and the characteristic 
Bρ value is of the order of 0.1 of the vacuum field, as shown in Fig. 3(c). Although the field structure is partly 
modified due to dense current sheets, particle motion is still ART-like and mainly in the plane. Finally, a stable 
configuration of two sheets at the angle of π from each other is formed; particles during their motion do not cross 
Figure 3. Symmetry breaking in the field of an e-dipole wave. Snapshots of plasma-field structures for a 10 PW 
e-dipole wave in the z = 0 plane. Contour field panel depicts Bρ at 0.15 of maximum value, green color shows 
electron density normalized to the critical value for different moments of time: (a) 10 T, uniform distribution; 
(b) 17.5 T, multisheet stage; (c) 21.5 T, nonlinear stage of four current sheets; (d) 46 T, final stable distribution of 
two sheets. For better visualization magnetic field curves are at the level 0.15 of the maximum value, maximum 
color bar density value corresponds to 0.5 of the actual maximum value.
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
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the z axis, as is shown in Fig. 3(d). In this case, the value of Bρ becomes comparable with the value of the vacuum 
field. Plasma tends to concentrate at the nodes of Bρ, forming extremely thin structures that computer simulations 
do not properly resolve. Indeed, doubling the number of cells along the x and y directions of the simulation box 
leads to doubled maximum density. It is also interesting to note that the final current direction is not the most 
apparent one at intermediate stages, which indicates a complex nature of the current dynamics.
To get an insight into the physical mechanisms causing instability, we considered a simple two-dimensional 
case: the interaction of an e-type cylindrical wave with plasma distributed within a cylindrical ring. This setup 
allowed us to analyse the pure axisymmetric case with uniformity along the z axis. In this simplified case, there 
are only Ez and Bϕ laser field components, but the field structure is very close to the field distribution in the central 
cross-section z = 0 of the dipole wave. We performed a PIC simulation of standing cylindrical wave interaction 
with the plasma ring (see the Methods section Numerical experiment setup). The result of the PIC simulation is 
shown in Fig. 4.
As simulation shows, during the time interval 3.15 T < t < 3.3 T the particles are accelerated along the electric 
field, increasing mainly the longitudinal component of the momentum and reach the maximum gamma factor 
γmax = 300, see Fig. 4(a). Along with this, the azimuthally modulated plasma-field structure emerges from the 
noise. They grow fast so that at 3.3 T, the maximum density becomes an order of magnitude greater than the ini-
tial density, and the radial component of the magnetic field becomes 0.1 of the maximum azimuthal component 
of the standing wave Bvacmax, see the inset in Fig. 4(b). Spatial plasma-field distributions show the same behaviour as 
in the dipole wave. Initially, many current sheets are generated, but later they merge, see Fig. 4(c,d) and radial and 
azimuth magnetic fields become comparable. Detailed comparison of Fig. 4(a,b) shows that the perturbations 
mainly develop when the motion of the particles proceeds along the z axis and the axial electric field exceeds the 
azimuthal magnetic field.
For these time intervals taking into account rapid development of instability, we can derive a simple model of 
the instability based on hydrodynamics equations coupled with the Maxwell equations. In an unperturbed case 
the electric field accelerates electrons and positrons in opposite directions, particles move along the z axis with 
velocity ±v0 (the corresponding gamma factor is γ0) producing axial current
j en v2 (1)z 0 0= .
There is no azimuthal motion and for estimations it is assumed that the radial velocity of the particles is much 
less than v0 and can be neglected. While the jz structure is axially symmetric, current generates only azimuthal 
magnetic field. However, such a symmetric structure is unstable and instability leads to generation of other field 
components and excites other motions. We assume that the modulation of plasma density, current, radial mag-
netic field and azimuth velocity may be written in the form


ρ ϕ
ϕΓ +~n j B v e, , , (2)z
t il
respectively, where Γ is instability growth rate, l is integer and ϕ is azimuthal angle. Assuming that the instability 
growth rate is greater than the field frequency, we suppose that the distributions of the plasma and the electro-
magnetic field are approximately constant in time. Maxwell equations show that perturbation of axial electric field 
and azimuth magnetic field can be neglected in comparison with ρB , if πΓ l T /(2 ) 1 for relativistically dense 
plasma. This inequality is confirmed by the computer simulation demonstrating a lot of current sheets at the ini-
tial stage of the instability (see Fig. 4(c)). From Maxwell equations it also follows that the plasma density pertur-
bation n leads to generation of a radial component of magnetic field
Figure 4. Current instability of electron-positron plasma in the field of cylindrical wave. The electric field 
amplitude in focus is a = 2500. (a) Electric field to magnetic field ratio (dashed line), longitudinal pz to radial pρ 
electron momentum ratio (dash-dotted line), and gamma factor (solid line) along a typical particle trajectory. 
(b) Time evolution of maximum electron density and magnitude of radial magnetic field during development of 
instability. The horizontal dashed line represents unity level. The time interval when the electric field and pz 
exceed the magnetic field and pρ, respectively, is between the vertical dashed and dotted lines. In the inset the 
exponential approximation is shown by lines with symbols. The initial perturbation of radial magnetic field and 
density are equal to ≈ ×ρ
−B B8 10 vac0 4 max and n n460 c0 ≈ . Spatial distribution of the generated radial component 
of the magnetic field (coloured level curves) and electron density at time instants (c) t = 3.48 T, (d) t = 3.95 T. 
For better visualization the curves are at the ± ρB
1
7
max level.
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B i e v n
lc
8
(3)
0π ρ=ρ
Taking into account the condition imposed on l, the motion equations allow us to state that the modulation of axial 
current is j env2z 0 ≈  and perturbations of the axial and radial velocities are negligible in comparison with vφ. Since 
the azimuthal magnetic field can be neglected, we omit the radiation reaction force. Validity of this assumption is 
confirmed by the absence of significant energy leaps due to the photon emission in the considered time interval; 
see the green solid line in the time interval 3.15 T < t < 3.3 T in Fig. 4(a). From the motion equation
γΓ =ϕ ρmv
e
c
v B , (4)0 0
we see that Bρ is responsible for azimuthal motion with velocity vϕ. The pairs are attracted to the nodes of Bρ, and 
density perturbations can be obtained from the continuity equation
n i l n v 0
(5)0ρ
Γ + = .ϕ
Thus, not only n and correspondingly jz excite Bρ, but Bρ increases plasma density perturbation as
n
ilB en v
m c (6)
0 0
2
0ρ γ
=
−
Γ
.ρ
As a result, the self-excited process of the current instability occurs with the growth rate
ω
γ
ω
γ
Γ = ≅
v
c
,
(7)
p p
0
0
0
where p
e n
m
8 2 0ω = π  is the plasma frequency taking into account contribution of electrons and positrons.
For the realistic parameters n0 = 2400nc and γ0 ≈ γmax/2 = 150, the estimate of the instability growth rate 
Γ ≈ 25/T corresponds quite closely to the results of numerical simulations shown in Fig. 4(b). The important 
consequences confirming the derived instability model are the following. First, the increment does not depend 
on the wave number of the disturbance, which indicates a possibility of growth of perturbations of different scales, 
which is actually clear from the Fig. 4(c). Second, due to fixed radial particle motion in the laser field, plasma 
decomposes into sheets along the azimuth angle rather than into filaments. Third, the increment is anomalously 
large and formally close to the growth rate of the Weibel instability47, but unlike the latter, the current sheets are 
purely quasi-neutral, which is in full conformity with the simulations.
Self-consistent plasma-field states are the result of nonlinear interaction of the incident wave with the 
self-generated pair plasma through QED cascades which are dependent on laser wave power. These states are sta-
tionary on the average over the laser cycle, i.e. the average cascade growth rate is zero and the total number of par-
ticles does not change. Nevertheless, within the laser period the density changes and particle escape from the focal 
region is compensated by production in the intense field. The structure of steady state fields is close to a dipole 
wave, so, according to the notion of a vacuum breakdown threshold (see The Methods section Breakdown thresh-
old), the steady state field amplitude has to be close to the threshold value. Simulations show that for power below 
10 PW, both electric and magnetic fields get stabilized slightly below the threshold value, as shown in Fig. 5(a). 
At higher power, the plasma structure changes, as shown in Fig. 5(i–p), which leads to a slight deviation from the 
threshold. For lower powers, the plasma distribution is well localized inside the central part within the maximum 
of the electric field retaining sub-wavelength plasma size, but for higher powers a fraction of charged particles is 
pushed to the electric field minimum and this distribution becomes comparable to the wavelength. These par-
ticles have low energy, but their amount increases with power, which leads to a drop in average electron energy, 
see Fig. 5(f). At the same time, the maximum energy, as shown in Fig. 1(j), follows the dependence of electric 
field on power and remains nearly constant and close to 1 GeV level for both positrons and photons, see Fig. 5(e). 
Averaged over the laser period, plasma density in these structures reaches values up to 1025 cm−3 (see Fig. 5(d)), 
exceeding relativistic critical density. It should also be noted that current sheet distribution may be very narrow, 
as all particles are attracted to a single plane, and the maximum density values may be limited by grid resolution. 
The number of positrons Np in these sheets grows from 1010 for 8PW to 1011 for 15 PW. These particles oscillating 
along the z-axis create Jz current, the total current in the z = 0 plane for different powers is plotted in Fig. 5(g). The 
maximum values of current and pair density are observed at the current instability stage and can be as high as 17 
MA and 4.5 × 1025 cm−3 for 15 PW, respectively, see Fig. 5(d,g). During the development of instability the number 
of current sheets decreases, as well as the total number of particles, and the system relaxes to lower currents. At 
low power in a stationary state, particles are mainly located within the central antinode region of electric field 
(radius r < 0.44 λ). The current in this region increases with power increase as the number of particles rises. For 
higher powers, the particles are pushed to the next antinode region (0.44 λ < r < 0.97λ) where the electric field 
as well as the generated current have opposite directions as compared to the central region, see Fig. 5(n), thereby 
decreasing the total current Jz from 5 MA for 10 PW to approximately 3 MA for 15 PW, see Fig. 5(g).
The generated electrons and positrons have a high enough probability to escape the focal region, for rough 
estimates we assume it to be 0.1. The electrons and positrons are emitted in the form of bursts with duration an 
order of τb ≈ ¼T in opposite directions along the electric field (z-axis), so that in each direction the burst period 
equals T. Photons are emitted symmetrically in both directions along the z axis with a period of T/2 with a π/2 
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
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phase shift relative to the particle bursts, see Fig. 1(i). The peak fluxes of both charged particles and photons with 
energies exceeding 1 GeV grow from a value of about 1023 for a laser power of 8 PW to 1024 for 15 PW as shown 
in Fig. 5(h). Based on the number of pairs in steady states, the total flux of pairs and photons can be estimated 
to be 0.1 Np/τb ≈ 1025–1026 s−1 for power from 8 to 15 PW, which is in good correspondence with simulations. 
Correspondingly, the total charge in one electron (positron) burst is about 0.1eNp ≈ 1–10 nC; however, particles 
with energies exceeding 1 GeV carry about tens of pC. Thus, by separating electrons and positrons in space, for 
example, by means of an external magnetic field, it is possible to control the total charge by choosing the duration 
of the laser pulse. For example, for the 30 fs duration of incident pulses, a total charge of GeV particles can be up 
to 0.5 nC. The energy acquired by particles from incident waves is much less than the laser energy transformed 
into gamma radiation, see Fig. 5(c). The conversion efficiency of laser energy into gamma photons approaches 
55% for higher power and the absorption in high-density pair plasma may exceed 60% as shown in Fig. 5(d).
Another important issue is achieving such extreme states of matter and antimatter in experiments. The charac-
teristic time of the transition to a stable steady state is shown in Fig. 6. For a power slightly above Pth, this time can 
exceed 100 optical cycles, which is quite natural, as the cascade growth rate is low. For higher power it stabilizes 
at a level of about 25 laser cycles, which still exceeds the feasible duration of the laser pulse with a required power 
of 10–15 PW. This saturation can be explained based on the timeline shown in Fig. 1(b). Laser-plasma dynamics 
Figure 5. Properties of stationary state vs e-dipole wave power. (a) Maximum electric (solid red line) and 
magnetic (solid blue line) field in stationary state. Dotted lines represent vacuum fields scaling as P1/2, dashed 
lines show electric and magnetic field values corresponding to Pth. (b) Energy balance in stationary state: reflected 
energy (blue line), energy transferred to photons (green line) and positrons (red line). (c) Energy absorption 
efficiency (blue line) and conversion to gamma photons (green line). (d) Pair plasma density in stationary state 
(blue line) and maximal value at transient nonlinear stage (red line). (e) Maximum energy of positrons (red line) 
and photons (green line). (f) Average energy of positrons (red line) and photons (green line). (g) Current Jz in z = 0 
plane in stationary state: total current (green line), current in the central antinode region (radius r < 0.44λ) (red 
line) and maximum current at all stages (black line). (h) Total charge of a single positron burst (blue line), averaged 
over period electron (red line) and photon (green line) flux with energy exceeding 1 GeV. (i–p) Structure of 
positron density and currents in stationary state at z = 0 plane for (i–l) 8 PW and (m–p) 15 PW. From left to right: 
(i,m) magnetic field (×1011G), (j,n) positron density (cm−3) plotted to a logarithmic scale, (k,o) current density 
(×1016 A/cm2), (l,p) photon density (cm−3) plotted to a logarithmic scale.
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undergoes several stages, but the major part of this time is spent on the stage of the current sheets merger and 
relaxation to the final steady state of two aligned sheets (stage 4). This transition occurs under the conditions that 
weakly depend on incident power, because at the instability stage the electric field drops down to a near-threshold 
level.
At first sight, such a long transition time looks non-optimistic on the way to realizing extreme states of matter 
and antimatter in experiments. We can argue this by two important considerations. First, the transient quasista-
tionary stage of the current multi-sheet formation with the most extreme states can be achieved within 3–5 peri-
ods, even at a moderately high power of 10 PW. Second, development of current instability involves breaking of 
the axial symmetry, when the initially uniform distribution becomes a very narrow flat distribution. This process 
develops even for an ideal dipole wave without any explicit inhomogeneity, but the initially non-uniform angular 
distribution of intensity or plasma can significantly accelerate the process of breaking symmetry and, thus, reach-
ing a final steady state. This simple reason makes the multi-beam setup even more preferable, since an n-beam 
intensity distribution produces n seed sheets.
Another way to shorten the duration of the transition to a stationary structure is to control plasma seed 
parameters. For attaining extreme pair plasma states on a timescale of several optical cycles, we need to pass to 
the nonlinear stage of laser-plasma interaction as quickly as possible. For this it is necessary to consider targets 
with solid-state densities. First, such targets allow shortening the linear stage of the cascade. Second, heavier and 
slower ions reduce fast electron escape, decreasing Pth, therefore the cascade can develop during a larger part of 
the laser pulse. Third, dense targets can function as a plasma mirror48. These targets have to reflect incident waves 
while instantaneous power is less than Pth. In this case, the field penetrates into the plasma over skin depth and 
does not cause abundant particle escape, thus plasma density should be of about relativistic critical value ncγ, 
where γ corresponds to Pth. Since incident waves compress targets and ions lead to the decrease of the vacuum 
breakdown threshold, it suffices to consider initial densities of about 1022 cm−3 according to PIC simulations.
Summarizing, we have demonstrated that extremely dense electron-positron pair plasma can be generated 
using currently available petawatt lasers. This can be reached in a multi-beam configuration of the laser system 
setup, particularly in the optimal case by combining 12 laser beams, for which the field structure is very close to 
the ideal case of converging e-dipole wave allowing the smallest focal volume to be obtained. In this λ3-regime 
pair plasma represents interpenetrating streams of extreme densities of electrons and positrons and, correspond-
ingly, large currents, energies of particles and gamma photons lie in the GeV range. Such an object of matter 
and antimatter is of great interest for fundamental particle physics as well as for astrophysics. We believed that 
obtaining pair densities of about 1024–1025 cm−3 in laboratory could provide a unique state of dense matter and 
antimatter.
Methods
Breakdown threshold. Tight focusing of laser pulses leads to an increase of electric field strength and 
enhancement of electron-positron pair generation, however particles get an opportunity to escape the interaction 
focal region, thus reducing the cascade growth rate or even leading to expansion of the seed target. For an e-dipole 
wave, the main parameter is its power. If the power exceeds the petawatt level, a special ART regime emerges and 
traps particles. In this case they can leave the focal region mainly along the electric field, losing the opportunity 
to create pairs. The growth of power reduces particle escape due to trapping and intensifies pair creation. For 
a continuous wave, this ensures a power threshold at which particle losses are compensated by pair creation. 
To determine this threshold, we model the linear stage of the cascade in the dipole wave using the PICADOR 
PIC-code. As a seed, we consider a spherical hydrogen-like target with a radius of 1.5 wavelengths centred in 
focus and a density of 1016 cm−3 corresponding to 1000 real particles. At each timestep we count the number of 
pairs in the focal cylinder with a radius of 0.5 wavelength and height of 1 wavelength, which contains nearly all 
Figure 6. Time scale of transition to stationary state. Time for transition from the end of the linear stage to 
current instability stage – stage 3 in Fig. 1(b) (blue line), the duration of the instability stage – stage 4 in Fig. 1(b) 
(green line) and time for transition from the end of the linear stage to steady state – stages 3 and 4 in Fig. 1(b) 
(red line).
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trapped particles. Their number averaged over a half-period of the wave grows or decreases exponentially. For 
near threshold powers of 6.5 PW and 8 PW, the total cascade growth rates including pair creation and escape are 
−0.2/T and 0.21/T, respectively. Linear interpolation shows that the approximate threshold is 7.2 PW.
Numerical experiment setup. Two different numerical experiment setups were used for modelling 
e-dipole wave. The first one is a semi-infinite wave with a rapid front to study characteristics of extreme plasma 
states for a fixed wave power; the second setup employs Gaussian pulse shape with 30 fs duration to model a 
12-beam experimental setup. In both setups laser radiation with a total power of 7.5–15 PW interacted with a 
hydrogen-like target with 1.5 μm radius. In the first case, the target density was changed in the range from 1015 to 
1019 cm−3depending on power to ensure the presence of the linear stage of cascade. In the second case, the density 
was chosen so that the nonlinear stage was reached at the rear front of the pulse and corresponded to near solid 
densities of 1022 cm−3. 12-beams with an f-number of 1.2 with a total power of 15 PW, which roughly corresponds 
to an ideal e-dipole wave of 13 PW, interacted with a plasma target with a radius of 1 wavelength and a density of 
1022 cm−3. The influence of ionization as well as ion motion on laser-plasma dynamics can be important, espe-
cially in case of high-Z elements49,50, as the process of triggering the electron-positron cascade can be governed 
by a proper choice of target parameters. However, for the case of interest we confined ourselves to solid hydrogen 
targets, assuming that it will be fully pre-ionized already at the leading edges of the pulses.
Numerical modelling was performed using Particle-in-Cell codes PICADOR51 and ELMIS29. The main dif-
ference between these two codes is that FFT-based code ELMIS does not have spatial numerical dispersion as 
compared to the conventional FDTD method used in PICADOR. FFT based solver was used to ensure that small 
spatial inhomogeneity imposed by numerical dispersion in such an axisymmetric setup is not a key reason for 
rapid current instability development. The results of simulations with both codes were qualitatively and even 
quantitavely similar to a high degree, taking into account random nature of the layering process.
A cubic grid with size of 4 μm × 4 μm × 4 μm and number of points of 512 × 512 × 512 was used in sim-
ulations. Due to the Courant stability criterion for the FDTD the time step in PICADOR code was chosen to 
be 0.01 fs. ELMIS code tolerates higher time steps, but we used the same values for consistency. We used the 
wavelength of 0.9 μm in conformity with the characteristics expected in the XCELS facility3, but qualitatively the 
dynamics will be close for the setups with 0.8 μm wavelength. For the chosen wavelength spatial and temporal 
resolutions were approximately 115 and 300 steps per wavelength and period, respectively. For particle push the 
well-known Boris pusher52 was used together with Esirkepov scheme53 for current deposition. Special atten-
tion was paid to correct modelling of electron-positron cascade development. For this a special Adaptive Event 
Generator module29 was used with separate particle resampling for different particle types. This module has quite 
sophisticated algorithms, because it has to deal not only with correct modelling of pair and photon production, 
but these processes must be modelled correctly under conditions when density grows by several orders of magni-
tude within one period. This is achieved by using novel particles resampling techniques, when at a given step the 
particle ensemble is replaced by a smaller one with higher particle factors, and special procedures, including time 
step subdivision, allowing correct modelling of micro-avalanches within a single time step.
We also performed a 2D PIC simulation with the following parameters. The square box with size of 2 μm × 2 
μm and number of points 512 × 512 was used with spatial and temporal resolution 230 and 768 steps per wave-
length and period, respectively. Standing cylindrical wave with amplitude a = 2500 in relativistic units interacted 
with electron-positron plasma having density n0 = 2400 nc located within 0.17λ < ρ < 0.27λ, which correlated 
with the range of radial oscillation in ART regime. The chosen density value corresponded to the beginning of the 
current instability stage in the 10 PW dipole wave. The initial moment of the interaction was when the magnetic 
field was zero at the time t = 3.15 T. For simplicity, pair generation was switched off.
References
 1. ELI: www.eli-laser.eu.
 2. VULCAN: www.clf.stfc.ac.uk/CLF/Facilities/Vulcan/.
 3. XCELS: www.xcels.iapras.ru.
 4. Apollon 10PW: www.lcf.institutoptique.fr/lcf-en/Research-groups/Lasers/Research-Topics/Apollon-10-PW-facility.
 5. Marklund, M. & Shukla, P. K. Nonlinear collective effects in photon-photon and photon-plasma interactions. Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 
591–640 (2006).
 6. Di Piazza, A., Müller, C., Hatsagortsyan, K. & Keitel, C. Extremely high-intensity laser interactions with fundamental quantum 
systems. Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1177 (2012).
 7. Bell, A. R. & Kirk, J. G. Possibility of prolific pair production with high-power lasers. Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 200403 (2008).
 8. Burke, D. L. et al. Positron production in multiphoton light-by-light scattering. Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 1626 (1997).
 9. Bulanov, S. S., Mur, V. D., Narozhny, N. B., Nees, J. & Popov, V. S. Multiple colliding electromagnetic pulses: a way to lower the 
threshold of e + e− pair production from vacuum. Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 220404 (2010).
 10. Fedotov, A. M., Narozhny, N. B., Mourou, G. & Korn, G. Limitations on the attainable intensity of high power lasers. Phys. Rev. Lett. 
105, 080402 (2010).
 11. Gelfer, E. G. et al. Optimized multibeam configuration for observation of QED cascades. Phys. Rev. A 92, 022113 (2015).
 12. Sokolov, I. V., Naumova, N., Nees, J. & Mourou, G. Pair creation in QED-strong pulsed laser fields interacting with electron beams. 
Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 195005 (2010).
 13. Bulanov, S. S., Esirkepov, T. Z., Thomas, A. G. R., Koga, J. K. & Bulanov, S. V. Schwinger limit attainability with extreme power lasers. 
Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 220407 (2010).
 14. Nerush, E. N., Kostyukov, I., Fedotov, A. M. & Ruhl, H. Laser field absorption in self-generated electron-positron pair plasma. Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 106, 035001 (2011).
 15. Grismayer, T., Vranic, M., Martins, J. L., Fonseca, R. & Silva, L. O. Seeded QED cascades in counter propagating laser pulses. Phys. 
Rev. E 95, 023210 (2017).
 16. Grismayer, T., Vranic, M., Martins, J. L., Fonseca, R. A. & Silva, L. O. Laser absorption via quantum electrodynamics cascades in 
counter propagating laser pulses. Phys. Plasmas 23, 056706 (2016).
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 0Scientific REpoRTS |  (2018) 8:2329  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-20745-y
 17. Gonoskov, A. et al. Ultra-bright GeV photon source via controlled electromagnetic cascades in laser-dipole waves. Phys. Rev. X 7, 
041003 (2017).
 18. Jirka, M. et al. Electron dynamics and gamma and e + e− production by colliding laser pulses. Phys. Rev. E 93, 023207 (2016).
 19. Chang, H. X. et al. Brilliant petawatt gamma-ray pulse generation in quantum electrodynamic laser-plasma interaction. Sci. Rep. 7, 
45031 (2017).
 20. Gong, Z. et al. High-efficiency γ-ray flash generation via multiple-laser scattering in ponderomotive potential well. Phys. Rev. E 95, 
013210 (2017).
 21. Muraviev, A. A. et al. Generation of current sheets and giant quasistatic magnetic fields at the ionization of vacuum. JETP Letters 
102, 148 (2015).
 22. Vranic, M., Grismayer, T., Fonseca, R. A. & Silva, L. O. Electron–positron cascades in multiple-laser optical traps. Plasma Phys. 
Control. Fusion 59, 014040 (2017).
 23. Zhang, P. R. C. P. & Thomas, A. G. R. The effect of nonlinear quantum electrodynamics on relativistic transparency and laser 
absorption in ultra-relativistic plasmas. New J. Phys. 17, 043051 (2015).
 24. Kostyukov, I. Y. & Nerush, E. N. Production and dynamics of positrons in ultrahigh intensity laser-foil interactions. Phys. Plasmas 
23, 093119 (2016).
 25. Chang, H. X. et al. Generation of overdense and high-energy electron-positron-pair plasmas by irradiation of a thin foil with two 
ultraintense lasers. Phys. Rev. E 92, 053107 (2015).
 26. Elkina, N. V. et al. QED cascades induced by circularly polarized laser fields. Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 14, 054401 (2011).
 27. Duclous, R., Kirk, J. G. & Bell, A. R. Monte Carlo calculations of pair production inhigh-intensity laser–plasma interactions. Plasma 
Phys. and Control. Fusion 53, 015009 (2011).
 28. Ridgers, C. P. et al. Modelling gamma-ray photon emission and pair production in high intensity laser-matter interactions. J. 
Comput. Phys. 260, 273 (2014).
 29. Gonoskov, A. et al. Extended particle-in-cell schemes for physics in ultrastrong laser fields: review and developments. Phys. Rev. E 
92, 023305 (2015).
 30. Kirk, J. G., Bell, A. R. & Arka, I. Pair production in counter-propagating laser beams. Plasma Phys. Control. Fusion 51, 085008 (2009).
 31. Blackburn, T. G., Ridgers, C. P., Kirk, J. G. & Bell, A. R. Quantum radiation reaction in laser–electron-beam collisions. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 112, 015001 (2014).
 32. Fedotov, A. M., Elkina, N. V., Gelfer, E. G., Narozhny, N. B. & Ruhl, H. Radiation friction versus ponderomotive effect. Phys. Rev. A 
90, 053847 (2014).
 33. Bashinov, A. V., Kumar, P. & Kim, A. V. Particle dynamics and spatial e−e + density structures at QED cascading in circularly 
polarized standing waves. Phys. Rev. A 95, 042127 (2017).
 34. Esirkepov, T. Z. et al. Attractors and chaos of electron dynamics in electromagnetic standing waves. Phys. Lett. A 379, 2044 (2015).
 35. Ji, L. L., Pukhov, A., Kostyukov, I. Y., Shen, B. F. & Akli, K. Radiation-reaction trapping of electrons in extreme laser fields. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 112, 145003 (2014).
 36. Neitz, N. & Di Piazza, A. Stochasticity effects in quantum radiation reaction. Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 054802 (2013).
 37. Yoffe, S., Kravets, Y., Noble, A. & Jaroszynski, D. A. Longitudinal and transverse cooling of relativistic electron beams in intense laser 
pulses. New J. Phys. 17, 053025 (2015).
 38. Harvey, C. N., Gonoskov, A., Ilderton, A. & Marklund, M. Quantum quenching of radiation losses in short laser pulses. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 118, 105004 (2017).
 39. Bashinov, A. V., Kim, A. V. & Sergeev, A. M. Impact of quantum effects on relativistic electron motion in a chaotic regime. Phys. Rev. 
E 92, 043105 (2015).
 40. Tang, S., Bake, M. A., Wang, H.-Y. & Xie, B.-S. QED cascade induced by a high-energy γ photon in a strong laser field. Phys. Rev. A 
89, 022105 (2014).
 41. Bulanov, S. S., Schroeder, C. B., Esarey, E. & Leemans, W. P. Electromagnetic cascade in high-energy electron, positron, and photon 
interactions with intense laser pulses. Phys. Rev. A 87, 062110 (2013).
 42. Bashmakov, V. F., Nerush, E. N., Kostyukov, I. Y., Fedotov, A. M. & Narozhny, N. B. Effect of laser polarization on quantum 
electrodynamical cascading. Phys. Plasmas 21, 013105 (2014).
 43. Vranic, M., Grismayer, T., Martins, J. L., Fonseca, R. A. & Silva, L. O. Particle merging algorithm for PIC codes. Comput. Phys. 
Commun. 191, 65–73 (2015).
 44. Gonoskov, A., An algorithm for reducing PIC ensembles with exact conservation of distribution functions and conservations laws 
(2016).
 45. Gonoskov, I., Aiello, A., Heugel, S. & Leuchs, G. Dipole pulse theory: maximizing the field amplitude from 4π focused laser pulses. 
Phys. Rev. A 86, 053836 (2012).
 46. Gonoskov, A. et al. Anomalous radiative trapping in laser fields of extreme intensity. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 014801 (2014).
 47. Weibel, E. S. Spontaneously growing transverse waves in a plasma due to an anisotropic velocity distribution. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2, 83 (1959).
 48. Thaury, C. et al. Plasma mirrors for ultrahigh-intensity optics. Nat. Phys. 3, 424 (2007).
 49. Tamburini, M., Di Piazza, A. & Keitel, C. H. Laser-pulse-shape control of seeded QED cascades. Sci. Rep. 7, 5694 (2017).
 50. Artemenko, I. I. & Kostyukov, I. Y. Ionization-induced laser-driven QED cascade in noble gases. Phys. Rev. A 96, 032106 (2017).
 51. Surmin, I. A. et al. Particle-in-Cell laser-plasma simulation on Xeon Phi coprocessors. Comput. Phys. Commun. 202, 204 (2016).
 52. Boris, J. P., Relativistic plasma simulation-optimization of a hybrid code. Proceedings of the 4th Conference on Numerical Simulation 
of Plasmas. Naval Res. Lab., 3 (1970).
 53. Esirkepov, T. Z. Exact charge conservation scheme for particle-in-cell simulation with an arbitrary form-factor. Comput. Phys. 
Commun. 135(2), 144 (2001).
Acknowledgements
The part of this work related to Multi-beam modelling was supported by the Ministry of Education and Science 
of the Russian Federation under contract No. 14.W03.31.0032 executed at the Institute of Applied Physics of the 
Russian Academy of Sciences. The remaining parts were supported by the Russian Science Foundation, project 
No. 16-12-10486. The simulations were performed at facilities provided by the Joint Supercomputer Centre of the 
Russian Academy of Sciences.
Author Contributions
E.E. and A.B. designed the numerical experiment, performed PICADOR simulations and data analysis, prepared 
the figures, E.E., A.B., A.G. and A.K. wrote the main manuscript text, S.B., A.M., A.G., and I.M. contributed to 
numerical code PICADOR, A.K. and A.S. generated ideas and lead the project, I.M. leads the PICADOR project. 
All the authors discussed results, reviewed and approved the final version of the paper.
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 1Scientific REpoRTS |  (2018) 8:2329  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-20745-y
Additional Information
Competing Interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018
